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~77je MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address— 

The Appeal Brief filed on 09 July 2001 is defective for failure to comply with one or more provisions of 37 CFR 
1.192(c). See MPEP§ 1206. 

Patent owner is given a TIME PERIOD of ONE MONTH from the mailing date of this letter or any time remaining in the 
period under 37 CFR 1.192(a) (whichever is longer) for filing a new complete brief. If a new complete brief that fully 
complies with 37 CFR 1.192(c) is not timely submitted, the appeal will be dismissed as of the expiration of the period for 
reply to this Notification. Extensions of this one (1) month time period may be obtained only under 37 CFR 1.550(c). The 
new complete brief must be filed IN TRIPLICATE *. See 37 CFR 1192(a). 

1. □ The brief does not contain the items required under 37 CFR 1.192(c), or the items are not under the proper 

heading or in the proper order. 

2. □ The brief does not contain a statement of the status of all claims, pending or cancelled, or does not identify the 

appealed claims (37 CFR 1 . 1 92(c)(3)). 

3. □ At least one amendment has been filed subsequent to the final rejection, and the brief does not contain a 

statement of the status of each such amendment (37 CFR 1.192(c)(4)), 

4. □ The brief does not contain a concise explanation of the claimed invention, referring to the specification by page 

and line number and to the drawing, if any, by reference characters (37 CFR 1.192(c)(5)). 

5. □ The brief does not contain a concise statement of the issues presented for review (37 CFR 1.192(c)(6)). 

6. § A single ground of rejection has been applied to two or more claims in this application, and 

(a) □ the brief omits the statement required by 37 CFR 1 .192(c)(7) that one or more claims do not stand or fall 

together, yet presents arguments in support thereof in the argument section of the brief. 

(b) (3 the brief includes the statement required by 37 CFR 1 . 1 92(c)(7) that one or more claims do not stand or fall 

together, yet does not present arguments in support thereof in the argument section of the brief. 

7. □ The brief does not present an argument under a separate heading for each issue on appeal (37 CFR 1 . 1 92(c)(8)). 

8. □ The brief does not contain a correct copy of the appealed claims as an appendix thereto (37 CFR 1.192(c)(9)). 

9. ^ Other (including any explanation in support of the above items): 

See Continuation Sheet 



* If this is a merged proceeding, one copy must be added to the base three copies for each reexamination in addition to 
the first reexamination. 



cc: Requester (if third party requester) 

J.S. Patent and Trademark Office ' ~~ " — 

PTO-462R (Rev. 04-01) Notification of Non-Compliance with 37 CFR 1.192(c) in Ex Parte Reexamination 



Part of Paper No. 34 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-462R) 





Reexam Control No. 09/107,643 



Continuation of 9. Other (including any explanation in support of the above items): MPEP 1206 states that "For each ground of rejection 
which appellant contests and which applies to a group of two or more claims., the Board shall select a single claim from the group and 
shall decide the appeal as to the ground of rejection on the basis of that claim alone, unless a statement is included that the claims of the 
group do not stand or fall together and, in the argument section of the brief (37 CFR 1.192(c)(8)), appellant explains why the claims of the 
group are believed to be separately patentable. Merely pointing our differences in what the claims cover is not an argument as to why the 
claims are separately patentable." The appellant has made a statement that all the claims are patentable on their own, however does not 
argue each claim for each issue. Appellant has also failed to even mention the 35 (JSC 101 rejection (made in the final rejection) in the 
brief. The appellant must address every claim rejection/issue, that was made in the final rejection, in the appeal brief. For example: 
Appellant has stated that all claims are patentable on their own. The Foreman reference was used to reject claims 7-8, 11-13, 15-16, 18, 
21 , 23-26, 28, 31 , 33-36 and 38, therefore a separate argument must be made for each claim with respect to how the individual claims is 
patentable over the Foreman reference. This must be done for EACH claim for EACH rejection/issue. See MPEP 1206 for the required 
appeal brief content.. 
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# # 

Attachment for PTO-948 (Rev. 03/01, or earlier) 

6/18/01 

The below text replaces the pre-printed text under the heading, 
"Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes," on the back 
of the PTO-948 (Rev. 03/01, or earlier) form. 

INFORMATION ON HOW TO EFFECT DRAWING CHANGES 



1. Correction of Informalities ~ 37 CFR 1.85 

New corrected drawings must be filed with the changes incorporated therein. 
Identifying indicia, if provided, should include the title of the invention, 
inventor's name, and application number, or docket number (if any) if an 
application number has not been assigned to the application. If this information is 
provided, it must be placed on the front of each sheet and centered within the top 
margin. If corrected drawings are required in a Notice of Allowability (PTOL- 
37), the new drawings MUST be filed within the THREE MONTH shortened 
statutory period set for reply in the Notice of Allowability. Extensions of time 
may NOT be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR I 136(a) or (b) for filing 
the corrected drawings after the mailing of a Notice of Allowability. The 
drawings should be filed as a separate paper with a transmittal letter addressed to 
the Official Draftsperson. 

2. Corrections other than Informalities Noted by Draftsperson on form PTO- 
948. 

All changes to the drawings, other than informalities noted by the Draftsperson. 
MUST be made in the same manner as above except that, normally, a highlighted 
(preferably red ink) sketch of the changes to be incorporated into the neu 
drawings MUST be approved by the examiner before the application will be 
allowed. No changes will be permitted to be made, other than correction of 
informalities, unless the examiner has approved the proposed changes 

Timing of Corrections 

Applicant is required to submit the drawing corrections within the 
time period set in the attached Office communication . See 37 CFR 
1.85(a). 

Failure to take corrective action within the set period will result in 
ABANDONMENT of the application. 

06/01/01 



